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Real Party in Interest 

Cisco Technology, Inc. currently owns this application, as reflected in an Assignment 
recorded January 18, 2001, in the Assignment Records of the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office at Reel 01 1483, Frames 0852-0855. 
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Related Appeals and Interferences 

No known appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings are related to or will directly 
affect or have a bearing on the Board's decision on this appeal. The Board's decision on this 
Appeal will not affect any known appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings. 
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Status of Claims 

Claims 1-40 are pending in this application and all stand rejected under a final Office 
Action mailed December 28, 2004 (the "Final Office Action"). Appellants present Claims 1- 
40 for appeal. The attached Claims Appendix shows all pending claims. 
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Status of Amendments 

All amendments submitted by Appellants were entered by the Examiner before the 
issuance of the Final Office Action. 
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Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

Referring to Figure 1, a communication system 10 for allocating call resources 16 and 
18 during a conference call includes media gateway 12, call manager 14, call resources 16 
and 18, and clients 22a and 22b coupled to network 20. System 10 further includes gateway 
26 coupling network 20 to network 28. Clients 24a and 24b couple to network 28 and 
communicate with clients 22 via gateway 26. Clients 22 and 24, and gateway 26 may 
generally be referred to as clients 22. In one embodiment, media gateway 12 may transfer a 
conference call being conducted on call resource 16 to call resource 18 without terminating 
the conference call between two or more clients 22 and/or 24. Page 7, lines 2-21. 

Call resources 16 and 18 couple to network 20 at different physical locations. Call 
resources 16 and 18 include multiple media processors to exchange and mix media streams 
associated with clients 22 participating in a conference call over network 20. Each media 
processor may be operable to conduct at least one conference call. In one embodiment, call 
resources 16 and 18 receive media streams generated by clients 22 via media gateway 12, 
encode, decode, and/or transcode the media streams into a proper format using at least one of 
the media processors, and generate a number of mixed media streams for communication 
back to clients 22 via media gateway 12. The media streams received by call resources 16 
and 18 and the mixed media streams communicated by call resources 16 and 18 may be in the 
form of media encoded in packets for commimication using network 20. Clients 22 may 
receive the packets of information from media gateway 12 for presentation to conference 
participants. Page 10, lines 1-21, 

In the illustrated embodiment, media gateway 12 acts as a programmable flow 
controller for clients 22 and call resources 16 and 18. In order to establish a conference call, 
clients 22 communicate media to media gateway 12 over network 20. Media gateway 12 
receives the media and may determine how to utilize call resources 16 and 18 based on the 
availability of call resources 16 and 18, and the number of participants in the conference call. 
For example, media gateway 12 may determine that call resource 16 is available to conduct 
the conference call between clients 22. Media gateway 12 then communicates the media 
from clients 22 to call resource 16. Call resource 16 mixes the media and communicates the 
mixed media to media gateway 12. Media gateway 12 receives the mixed media and 
communicates the mixed media to clients 22 using network 20 to establish the conference 
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call. In this example, media gateway 12, rather than call resources 16 and 18, controls 
communication of media during the conference call. Page 11, line 20 - Page 12, line 7. 

During use, media gateway 12 also performs allocation of call resources 16 and 18 
when multiple conference calls occur over network 20. In a conventional communication 
network, the media processors in call resources 16 and 18 may conduct one conference call 
between a maximum number of participants. In the illustrated embodiment, media gateway 
12 may allocate call resources 16 and 18 such that the media processors in call resources 16 
and 18 may conduct multiple conference calls if the total number of participants in the 
multiple conference calls is less than or equal to the maximum number of participants. Page 
12, line 22 - Page 13, line 2. 

Referring to Figure 2, media gateway 12 may transfer a conference call between call 
resources 16 and 18 without notifying clients 22 that the transfer occurred and without the 
call participants being aware of the transfer. For example, call resource 16 may conduct a 
conference call over network 20 between clients 22. Media gateway 12 detects a transfer 
condition, such as a request to add an additional client to the conference call, a request by one 
of the participating clients to leave the conference call or initiation of a new conference call 
on call resource 16, and identifies call resource 18 as being available to conduct the 
conference call. Media gateway 12 dupUcates first media 32 to create second media 36. 
Media gateway 12 then communicates second media 36 to call resource 18. Page 14, lines 5- 
19. 

Call resource 16 mixes and processes first media 32 and call resource 18 mixes and 
processes second media 36. Call resource 16 communicates first mixed media 34 to media 
gateway 12 and call resource 18 communicates second mixed media 38 to media gateway 12. 
Media gateway 12 communicates first mixed media 34 to clients 22 using media 30 to 
maintain the conference call. Media gateway 12 modifies synchronization information 
associated with second mixed media 38 to match synchronization information associated with 
first mixed media 34. Once second mixed media 38 has been modified, media gateway 12 
determines if the modified second mixed media is valid. Page 14, lines 20-31. 

In one embodiment, media gateway 12 receives a request by one of clients 22 to join a 
conference call that is conducted on call resource 16. If call resource 16 is unavailable to 
conduct the conference call with the additional participant, media gateway 12 transfers the 
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conference call from call resource 16 to call resource 18. Media gateway 12 proceeds to 
transfer the conference call as described in the above example. In order to mask the 
transition between call resources 16 and 18, media gateway 12 plays a recorded prompt to 
users at clients 22 indicating that a new client has been added to the conference call. Media 
gateway 12 plays the prompt after it terminates the conference on call resource 16, 
eliminating first mixed media 34 communicated from call resource 16 to clients 22, but 
before it communicates the second mixed media from call resource 18 to clients 22 via media 
30. Any glitches during the transfer, e.g., losing media, may be eliminated or reduced 
because clients 22 cannot receive second mixed media from call resource 18 during the 
prompt. Page 15, lines 12-31. 

Referring to Figure 3, call resource 16 includes media processors 40, control module 
42, network interface 44, and memory 46, Referring to Figure 4, media gateway 12 

includes processing module 50, memory 52 and network interface 54. In operation, 
processing module 50 determines if media processors 40 in call resources 16 and 18 are 
available to conduct a conference call. When processing module 50 receives a request to 
initiate a conference call, processing module 50 determines what media processors 40 are 
available in call resoiu-ces 16 and 18. Once processing module 50 locates an available media 
processor, processing module 50 communicates the media streams from clients 22 and 24 to 
the available media processor and receives mixed media streams from the media processor 
for commimication to clients 22. Clients 22, therefore, are unaware of the call resource being 
used to conduct the conference call since clients 22 communicate directly with media 
gateway 12. Page 19, line 1 — Page 20, line IL 

During a conference call, processing module 50 may transfer the conference call 
between media processors 40 in call resources 16 and 18 without suspending or effecting 
communication between clients 22, In one embodiment, network 20 may be a packet-based 
network such as an IP network. Network 20 may fixrther support packet switching in which 
the media streams communicated by clients 22 are broken down into packets. The packets 
may contain a payload (the data to be transmitted), an originator, a destination and 
synchronization information. In one embodiment, the synchronization information may 
include sequence numbers and timestamps for the packets of media being communicated, 
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and/or any other suitable information that may be used to assemble the packets in the correct 
order. Page 21, lines 14-28. 

Referring to Figure 6, a flow diagram of a method for conducting a transfer of a 
conference call between call resources is illustrated. In step 90, media gateway 12 may 
establish the conference call on call resource 16. Media gateway 12 determines in step 92 if 
the conference call should be transferred to another call resource. If media gateway 12 
determines that no transfer is necessary, media gateway 12 continues to conduct the 
conference call on call resource 16 in step 94. If media gateway 12 determines that the 
conference call should be transferred, media gateway 12 determines if the number of clients 
participating in the conference call has changed in step 96. Page 31, lines 16-28, 

If the number of clients did change, media gateway 12 determines if an additional 
client joined the conference call in step 98. If one of the participants left the conference call, 
media gateway 12 plays a recorded prompt to users at clients 22 during the transfer in step 
100. The prompt indicates that one of the participants has left the conference call. If an 
additional client requested to join the conference call, media gateway 12 determines if call 
resource 1 8 is available to conduct the conference call with the additional participant in step 
102. If call resource 18 is not available to conduct the conference call, media gateway 12 
plays a recorded prompt to a user at the additional client in step 104. The prompt asks the 
user to make another request to join the conference call because call resources 16 and 18 
were unavailable when the first request was made. If call resource 1 8 is available to conduct 
the conference call and an additional client has joined the conference call, media gateway 12 
plays a recorded prompt to users at clients 22, 24, 26 and 28 in step 106. The prompt 
indicates that an additional client has joined the conference call. Page 31, line 28 — Page 32, 
line 20. 

If the number of clients participating in the conference call did not change, media 
gateway 12 determines if there is a period of silence in the conference call in step 108. If 
media gateway 12 has not detected a period of silence, media gateway 12 determines if the 
delay for first mixed media 34 generated by call resource 16 is synchronized with the delay 
for second mixed media 38 generated by call resource 18 at step 109. In an alternative 
embodiment, media gateway 12 may determine if the delays for first and second mixed media 
34 and 38 match in addition to or in lieu of playing a prompt or detecting a period of silence 
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in the conference call. If the delays for first and second mixed media 34 and 38 do not 
match, media gateway 12 continues the conference call on call resource 16 at step 110. If 
media gateway 12 detects a period of silence at step 108, or determines that the delay for first 
mixed media 34 matches the delay for second mixed media 38 at step 109, media gateway 12 
transfers the conference call jfrom call resource 16 to call resource 18 at step 112, Page 32, 
line 21 - Page 33, line 12. 
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Ground of Rejection for Review on Appeal 

Appellants request that the Board review the Examinees rejection of Claims 1-2, 4, 8- 
9, 11, 13, 21-22, 24, 28-29-31, 33 and 37-40 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,563,882 issued to Bruno et al. ("5rw«o"). Furthermore, Appellants 
request that the Board review the Examiner's rejection of Claims 3, 12, 23 and 32 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,477,895 
issued to Casper et al. (^'Casper''). Appellants also request that the Board review the 
Examiner's rejection of Claim 5, 14, 25 and 34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bruno in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,467,342 issued to Logston et al. 
(''Logs ton''). Moreover, Appellants request that the Board review the Examiner's rejection of 
Claim 6, 15, 26 and 35 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,081,513 issued to Roy ("Roy"). In addition. Appellants request that the 
Board review the Examiner's rejection of Claims 7, 10, 16, 27 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,625,407 issued to 
Biggs et al. ("Biggs"). Moreover, Appellants request that the Board review the Examiner's 
rejection of Claims 17-18 under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno. 
Furthermore, Appellants request that the Board review the Examiner's rejection of Claims 19 
and 20 vmder 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bruno in view of Biggs and in 
further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,275,575 issued to Wu ("Wu"). 
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Argument 

The Examiner's rejections of Claims 1-40 is improper, and the Board should withdraw 
the rejections for the reasons given below. 

I. The Examiner^s Rejection of Claims 1. 8-9 and 21, 28-30 and 37-39 Under 35 
U.S.C. S 103(a) Over Bruno is Improper 

As noted above, the Examiner rejects Claims 1, 8-9 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Bruno, In addition, the Examiner references an August 13, 2003 
Office Action which rejects Claims 30 and 39 under the same rationale used to reject Claim 
1, Claims 28 and 37 under the same rationale used to reject Claim 8 and Claims 29 and 38 
under the same rationale used to reject Claim 9. See Final Office Action, pages 6-7. 

In order to establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three requirements must be 
met: (1) there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or 
in the knowledge available to one skilled in the art, to modify a reference or combine 
multiple references; (2) there must be a reasonable expectation of success; and (3) the prior 
art reference (or combination of references) must teach or suggest all of the claim limitations. 
M.P.E.P. § 2143. 

In the present case, a prima facie case of obviousness cannot be maintained for at 
least two reasons. First, there is no motivation or suggestion to modify Bruno. Second, the 
proposed modification would render Bruno unsatisfactory for its intended purpose and would 
change its principle of operation. 

A. No Motivation or Suggestion to Modify Bruno 

The M.P.E.P. sets forth a strict legal standard for finding obviousness based on a 
combination of references. According to the M.P.E.P., "[ojbviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so foimd either 
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explicitly or implicitly in the references themselves or in the knowledge [that was] generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art" at the time of the invention. M.P.E.P. 2143.01. 
The "fact that references can be combined or modified does not render the resultant 
combination [or modification] obvious unless the prior art also suggests the desirability of the 
combination" or modification. Id, (emphasis in original). 

The governing Federal Circuit case law makes this strict legal standard even more 
clear. According to the Federal Circuit, "a showing of a suggestion, teaching, or motivation 
to combine . . , prior art references is an essential component of an obviousness holding." In 
re Sang-Su Lee, 111 F.3d 1338, 1343 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (quoting Brown & Williamson 
Tobacco Corp. v. Philip Morris Inc., 229 F.3d 1 120, 1 124-25 (Fed. Cir. 2000)). "Evidence of 
a suggestion, teaching, or motivation . . . may flow from the prior art references themselves, 
the knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art, or, in some cases, the nature of the problem 
to be solved. " In re Dembiczak, 175 F.3d 994, 999 (Fed. Cir. 1999). However, the "range of 
sources available . . . does not diminish the requirement for actual evidence." Id. In In re 
Dembiczak, the Federal Circuit reversed a finding of obviousness by the Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences, explaining that proper evidence of a teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to combine is essential to avoid impermissible hindsight reconstruction of an 
Appellant's invention: 

Our case law makes clear that the best defense against the subtle but powerfiil 
attraction of hind-sight obviousness analysis is rigorous application of the 
requirement for a showing of the teaching or motivation to combine prior art 
references. Combining prior art references without evidence of such a 
suggestion, teaching, or motivation simply takes the inventor's disclosure as a 
blueprint for piecing together the prior art to defeat patentability — the essence 
of hindsight. 



^ Note M.P.E.P. 2145(X)(C) ("The Federal Circuit has produced a number of decisions overturning obviousness 
rejections due to a lack of suggestion in the prior art of the desirability of combining references."). 
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175 F.3d at 999 (quoting W, L. Gore & Assoc., Inv, v. Garlock, Inc., 721 F.2d 1540, 1553 
(Fed. Cir. 1983)) (emphasis added).^ 

Claim 1 is directed to a method for allocating a plurality of call resources during a 
conference call and recites "conducting a conference call between three or more clients using 
a first call resource," "identifying a second call resource available to conduct the conference 
call" and "transferring the conference call from the first call resource to the second call 
resource." Claims 21, 30 and 39 each recites similar elements. 

The Final Office Action states that Bruno does not teach transferring a conference call 

between three or more clients to a second call resource. See Final Office Action, page 2. 

However, the Final Office Action additionally states that: 

Bruno teaches converting an on going point-to-point conference call to a 
multiparty bridged conference call without disturbing the on going conference 
call. That is, the reference teaches converting a conference call based on the 
needed resource. If a bridge becomes needed for a conference call, then the 
conferencing call is converted to a bridge. While not explicitly taught by 
Bruno, if in an on going multiparty bridged "conference call between three or 
more clients using [a] first call resource" (bridge), one of three clients drops 
out from the conference, then a bridge ("first call resource") will no longer be 
needed, and the remaining two clients may obviously be converted to the 
"direct" point-to-point connection. The advantage of doing so is to free the 
resource (bridge) when it is not needed. 

Final Office Action, page 3. 

First, Bruno does not teach converting a "conference call" based on a needed resource 
as the Final Office Action suggests. Bruno teaches a process for converting a point-to-point 
multimedia call to a bridged multimedia call. See Bruno, Abstract. A point-to-point call is 
an exchange of data between two users or participants . See Bruno, col. 2, lines 64-66. A 
conference call involves three or more users. See The American Heritage College 



2 See also In Re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 35 1 (Fed. Cir. 1992) ( "Conspicuously missing from this record is any 
evidence, other than the PTO's speculation (if that can be called evidence) that one of ordinary skill in the 
herbicidal art would have been motivated to make the modification of the prior art salts necessary to arrive at" 
the claimed invention.). 
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Dictionary, 3rd Edition, attached hereto in Appendix B. Thus, Bruno does not teach the 
conversion of any type of "conference call" as the Final Office Action suggests. 

Second, as quoted above, to get around the fact that Bruno does not teach each claim 
element, the Final Office Action discusses a situation in which, in an ongoing multiparty 
bridged conference call between three or more clients, one party drops out and the two clients 
"may" be converted to a direct point-to-point connection. See Final Office Action, page 3. 
The Final Office Action admits that this scenario is not taught by Bruno, See id. Moreover, 
there is no suggestion or motivation anywhere in Bruno for this situation. 

The Final Office Action's appUcation of Bruno to some elements of Claim 1 alleges 
that Bruno's conversion of a point-to-point call to a bridged call teaches some elements of 
Claim 1. See Final Office Action, page 2. For example, the Final Office Action alleges that 
in the Bruno conversion process the determination as to the availability of desired number of 
MCU ports teaches the claimed identification of a second call resource available to conduct 
the conference call. See id. Yet, as indicated above, in an attempt to get over the fact that 
Bruno does not teach each claim element, the Final Office Action turns around and discusses 
a hypothetical scenario not taught in any cited art in which a bridged conference call would 
be converted to a point-to-point call . This is discussed despite the Final Office Action's 
previous reliance on the conversion of a point-to-point call to a bridged call to teach some 
elements of Claim 1 . Such a conversion of a bridged call to a point-to-point call would make 
irrelevant the Final Office Action's application of Bruno to other elements of Claim 1 as 
discussed above. 

In addition, the Examiner is improperly using the Appellant's disclosure as a blueprint 
for modifying particular elements of Bruno, For example, in the Final Office Action, the 
Examiner states that if in an on going multiparty bridged conference call between three or 
more clients using a first call resource, one of three clients drops out from the conference, 
then a bridge will no longer be needed, "and the remaining two clients may obviously be 
converted to the 'direct' point-to-point connection." Final Office Action, page 2. However, 
as discussed above, the Final Office Action readily admits that this situation is not taught in 

DAL01:858243.1 



ATTORNEY DOCKET: 
062891.0472 



PATENT APPLICATION 
09/766,424 



17 



Bruno, The Final Office Action additionally states that "[t]he advantage of doing so is to free 
the resource (bridge) when it is not needed." Id, However, merely setting forth a 
hypothetical situation for which there is no support in the cited reference and additionally 
setting forth an alleged advantage to such situation does not satisfy the strict standards 
imposed by the M.P.E.P., the P.T.O. and the Federal Circuit for making a proper rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

B. Proposed Modification Would Render Bruno Unsatisfactory for its 
Intended Purpose and Would Change its Principle of Operation 

If a proposed modification would render the prior art invention being modified 
unsatisfactory for its intended purpose, then there is no suggestion or motivation to make the 
proposed modification. See M.P.E.P. § 2143.01. In addition, if the proposed modification 
would change the principle of operation of the prior art invention being modified, then the 
teachings of the references are not sufficient to render the claims prima facie obvious. See 
M.P.E.P. §2143.01. 

Bruno is directed to a process for converting a point-to-point multimedia call to a 
bridged multimedia call. See Bruno, Abstract. As Bruno states, a point-to-point call is an 
exchange of data between two users or participants. See, e.g., Bruno col. 2, lines 64-66. The 
purpose of Bruno is to address problems specifically associated with "uninterruptedly 
accommodating the connection" of a third user*s workstation to an "ongoing point-to-point 
call" between two other users. Bruno, col. 2, lines 25-32. For example, in order to include a 
third user on a call between two other users, "the existing point-to-point multimedia call 
between [the other two users] must first be terminated." Id., col. 2, lines 32-34. Such a 
disruption causes problems and is both inconvenient and inefficient, particularly with respect 
to the two users on the existing point-to-point call. See id. col. 2, lines 37-55. Bruno 
specifically addresses these problems. See, e.g., id., col. 2, lines 55-60. However, with the 
modifications proposed, the original call in Bruno would be a conference call between three 
or more users, which as discussed above is not taught. This proposed modification would 
render Bruno unsatisfactory for its intended purpose , because its intended purpose is to 
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convert a point-to-point multimedia call to a bridged multimedia call. In addition, the 
conversion process of Bruno of each embodiment disclosed includes steps specifically 
associated with a conversion from a point-to-point call, such as reconfiguring the point-to- 
point call by disconnecting the existing point-to-point configuration . Such steps would not 
apply if the original call were a multipoint conference call between three or more users. 
Thus, modifying Bruno in the manner suggested in the Final Office Action would make 
Bruno unsatisfactory for its intended purpose and would change its principle of operation . 

Therefore, for at least the reasons given above. Appellants respectfiiUy request 
reconsideration and allowance of Claims 1, 21, 30 and 39. Claims 8-9 depend from Claims 1, 
Claims 28-29 depend from Claim 21 and Claims 37-38 depend from Claim 30. 

II. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 2, 11, 22, 31 and 40 Under 35 U.S.C. 
S 103(a) Over Bruno is Improper 

As noted above, the Examiner rejects Claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bruno. In addition, the Examiner references an August 13, 2003 Office 
Action which rejects Claims 1 1, 22, 31 and 40 under the same rationale used to reject Claim 
2. See Final Office Action, pages 6-7. Claims 2, 1 1, 22 and 31 depend from Claims 1, 10, 21 
and 30, respectively. As discussed above, the Examiner's rejection of Claims 1, 21, 30 and 
39 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. In addition, as discussed below, the 
Examiner's rejection of Claim 10 xmder 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Biggs is 
improper. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to Claims 1, 10, 21, 30 and 39, 
Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 2, 11, 22, 31 and 40 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) ovqt Bruno is improper. 

In addition. Claim 2 recites "modifying synchronization information in the second 
mixed media stream to match synchronization information in the first mixed media stream." 
Claims 11, 22, 31 and 40 each recites similar elements. The Final Office Action suggests that 
Bruno discloses this element. See Final Office Action, page 4. However, Bruno discloses 
"reformatting [an] MCU-connected second bearer channel . . . into a format identical to that 
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of the first bearer channel, i.e., to a format for carrying audio, data and a small amount of 
video information." Bruno, col. 6, Unes 49-53. "Once reformatting is complete, the 
information or data bit streams carried by the still-connected point-to-point first bearer 
channel are duplicated on the newly reformatted second bearer channel now connected 
between workstation 12a and MCU 36." Id,, col. 6, lines 53-57. The mere reformatting of a 
channel into a format for carrying audio, data and a small amount of video information does 
not disclose modifying synchronization information. In addition, duplicating a data bit 
stream carried by one channel on another channel does not disclose modifying 
synchronization information in a second mixed media stream to match synchronization 
information in a first mixed media stream. For example, there is no disclosure in Bruno that 
synchronization information is modified . Appellants note that to support a rejection based on 
disclosure of claim limitations, each and every limitation must be found in a reference, and 
"[t]he identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the . . . 
claim." Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 9 USPQ 2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (emphasis 
added). 

Therefore, for at least these additional reasons, Appellants respectfully submit that the 
Examiner's rejection of Claims 2, 11, 22, 31 and 40 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is 
improper. 

III. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 4. 13, 24 and 33 Under 35 U.S.C, 8 103(a) 
Over Bruno is Improper 

As noted above, the Examiner rejects Claim 4 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bruno, In addition, the Examiner references an August 13, 2003 Office 
Action which rejects Claims 13, 24 and 33 under the same rationale used to reject Claim 4. 
See Final Office Action, pages 6-7. Claims 4, 13, 24 and 33 depend from Claims 1, 10, 21 
and 30, respectively. As discussed above, the Examiner's rejection of Claims 1, 21 and 30 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. In addition, as discussed below, the 
Examiner's rejection of Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Biggs is 
improper. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to Claims 1, 10, 21 and 30, 
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Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner*s rejection of Claims 4, 13, 24 and 33 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. 

In addition, Claim 4 recites "instructing the second call resource to adjust 
synchronization information in the second mixed media stream." Claims 13, 24 and 33 each 
recites similar elements. The Final Office Action suggests that Bruno discloses this element 
in the disclosure of reformatting a second bearer channel into a format identical to that of a 
first bearer channel. See Final Office Action, pages 4-5. However, merely reformatting a 
bearer channel into a format identical to another channel does not provide the necessary 
disclosure of instructing a second call resource to adjust synchronization information in a 
second mixed media stream. 

Therefore, for at least these additional reasons, Appellants respectfully submit that the 
Examiner's rejection of Claims 4, 13, 24 and 33 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is 
improper. 

IV. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 3. 12, 23 and 32 Under 35 U.S.C. 8 103fa) 
Over Bruno in View of Casper is Improper 

As noted above, the Examiner rejects Claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bruno in view of Casper, In addition, the Examiner references an August 
13, 2003 Office Action which rejects Claims 12, 23 and 32 under the same rationale used to 
reject Claim 3. See Final Office Action, pages 6-7, Claims 3, 12, 23 and 32 depend from 
Claims 1, 10, 21 and 30, respectively. As discussed above, the Examiner's rejection of 
Claims 1, 21 and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. In addition, as 
discussed below, the Examiner's rejection of Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno 
in view of Biggs is improper. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to Claims 1, 10, 
21 and 30, Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 3, 12, 23 
and 32 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Casper is improper. 
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Moreover, in rejecting these claims, the Examiner merely references a portion of 
Casper that the Examiner alleges includes the missing element and makes a conclusory "it 
would have been obvious" to combine statement without citing to any portion of any prior art 
as motivation for the combination. See Office Action Mailed August 13, 2003, pages 4-5, 
The Examiner has not shown the requisite proof necessary to establish a proper motivation to 
combine the cited references. For at least this additional reason. Appellants respectfully 
submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 3, 12, 23 and 32 is improper. 

V. The Examiner's Reiection of Claims 5, 14. 25 and 34 Under 35 U.S.C. S 103fa) 
Over Bruno in View of Losston is Improper 

As noted above, the Examiner rejects Claim 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bruno in view of Logston, In addition, the Examiner references an August 
13, 2003 Office Action which rejects Claims 14, 25 and 34 under the same rationale used to 
reject Claim 5. See Final Office Action, pages 6-7. Claims 5, 14, 25 and 34 depend fi-om 
Claims 1, 10, 21 and 30, respectively. As discussed above, the Examiner*s rejection of 
Claims 1, 21 and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. In addition, as 
discussed below, the Examiner's rejection of Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno 
in view of Biggs is improper. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to Claims 1,10, 
21 and 30, Appellants respectfixUy submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 5, 14, 25 
and 34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Logston is improper. 

Moreover, in rejecting these claims, the Examiner merely references a portion of 
Logston that the Examiner alleges includes the missing element and makes a conclusory "it 
would have been obvious" to combine statement without citing to any portion of any prior art 
as motivation for the combination. See Office Action Mailed August 13, 2003, page 5. The 
Examiner has not shown the requisite proof necessary to establish a proper motivation to 
combine the cited references. For at least this additional reason, Appellants respectfully 
submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 5, 14, 25 and 34 is improper. 
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VI. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 6, 15, 26 and 35 Under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) 
Over Bruno in View of Roy is Improper 

The Examiner rejects Claim 6 under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bruno in view of Roy. In addition, the Examiner references an August 13, 2003 Office 
Action which rejects Claims 15, 26 and 35 under the same rationale used to reject Claim 6. 
See Final Office Action, pages 6-7. Claims 6, 15, 26 and 35 depend from Claims 1, 10, 21 
and 30, respectively. As discussed above, the Examiner's rejection of Claims 1, 21 and 30 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. In addition, as discussed below, the 
Examiner's rejection of Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Biggs is 
improper. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to Claims 1, 10, 21 and 30, 
Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 6, 15, 26 and 35 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Roy is improper. 

VII. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 7, 10, 16, 27 and 36 Under 35 U.S.C. 
S 103(a) Over Bruno in View of Bisss is Improper 

As noted above, the Examiner rejects Claims 7 and 10 imder 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bruno in view of Biggs. In addition, the Examiner references an 
August 13, 2003 Office Action which rejects Claims 16, 27 and 36 under the same rationale 
used to reject Claim 7. See Final Office Action, pages 6-7. 

In rejecting Claim 10, the Final Office Action applies Bruno in a similar manner as 
used in the rejection of Claim 1. See Final Office Action, page 7. Therefore, for the reasons 
given with respect to Claim 1, Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's rejection of 
Claim 10 over Bruno in view of Biggs is improper. 

In addition, Claims 7, 16, 27 and 36 depend from Claims 1, 10, 21 and 30, 
respectively. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to Claims 1, 10, 21 and 30, 
Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 7, 16, 27 and 36 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Biggs is improper. 
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Moreover, in rejecting these claims, the Examiner merely references a portion of 
Biggs that the Examiner alleges includes the missing element and makes conclusory "it would 
have been obvious" to combine statements without citing to any portion of any prior art as 
motivation for the combination. See Office Action Mailed August 13, 2003, page 7. The 
Examiner has not shown the requisite proof necessary to establish a proper motivation to 
combine the cited references. For at least this additional reason, Appellants respectfully 
submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 7, 10, 16, 27 and 36 is improper. 

VIII. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 17-18 Under 35 U.S.C> S 103(a) Over Bruno 
is Improper 

The Examiner references an August 13, 2003 Office Action which rejects Claims 17- 
18 under the same rationale used to reject Claims 8-9. See Final Office Action, page 6. 
Claims 17-18 each depends fi-om Claim 10. Therefore, for the reasons given with respect to 
Claim 10, Appellants respectfiiUy submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 17-18 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno is improper. 

IX. The Examiner's Rejection of Claims 19 and 20 Under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) Over 
Bruno in View ofBisss and Further in View of Wu is Improper 

The Examiner rejects Claims 19 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bruno in view of Biggs and further in view of Wu, Claims 19-20 depend 
from Claim 10. As discussed above, the Examiner's rejection of Claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) over Bruno in view of Biggs is improper. Therefore, for the reasons given with 
respect to Claim 10, Appellants respectfully submit that the Examiner's rejection of Claims 
19-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Bruno in view of Biggs and further in view of Wu is 
improper. 
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Conclusion 



Appellants have demonstrated that the present invention, as claimed, is clearly 
distinguishable over the prior art cited by the Examiner. Therefore, Appellants respectfully 
request the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences to reverse the Examiner's final 
rejection of the pending claims and instruct the Examiner to issue a notice of allowance of all 
pending claims. 

Appellants have enclosed a check in the amount of $500.00 for this Appeal Brief 
Appellants believe no additional fees are due. The Commissioner is hereby authorized to 
charge any fee and credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-0384 of Baker Botts 



L.L.P. 



Respectfully submitted. 



BAKER BOTTS L.L.P. 



Attomeys for Appellants 




Chad C. Wahers 
Reg. No. 48,022 



Date: June 22, 2005 



Correspondence Address: 



Customer Number 05073 
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Appendix A: Claims on Appeal 

1 . (Previously Presented) A method for allocating a plvirality of call resources 
during a conference call, the method comprising: 

conducting a conference call between three or more clients using a first call resource; 
identifying a second call resource available to conduct the conference call; and 
transferring the conference call from the first call resource to the second call resource 

without suspending communication of a plurality of mixed media streams received by the 

clients. 

2. (Original) The method of Claim 1, wherein transferring comprises: 
generating a first mixed media stream at the first call resource and a second mixed 

media stream at the second call resource; 

modifying synchronization information in the second mixed media stream to match 
synchronization information in the first mixed media stream; 

terminating the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first call 
resource upon confirming that the modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

communicating the modified second mixed media stream to the clients. 

3. (Original) The method of Claim 2, fixrther comprising introducing a delay in a 
selected one of the first mixed media stream and the second mixed media stream to 
synchronize the first mixed media stream and the second mixed media stream. 

4. (Original) The method of Claim 2, wherein modifying synchronization 
information comprises: 

instructing the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the 
second mixed media stream; and 

receiving the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

5. (Original) The method of Claim 2, wherein synchronization information 
comprises at least a selected one of a timestamp and a sequence number. 
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6. (Original) The method of Claim 2, wherein: 

the first mixed media stream comprises a first sequence of real-time transport 

protocol (RTP) packets; 

the second mixed media stream comprises a second sequence of RTP packets; and 
the modified second mixed media stream is valid when the second sequence of RTP 

packets matches the first sequence of RTP packets. 

7. (Original) The method of Claim 1, wherein the clients are unaware of the 
transfer of the conference call firom the first call resource to the second call resource. 

8. (Previously Presented) The method of Claim 1, wherein: 
conducting the conference call comprises: 

communicating, to the first call resource, a first media stream generated by 
one of the clients participating in the conference call; and 

communicating, to the one of the clients, a first mixed media stream received 
from the first call resource; and 

transferring the conference call comprises: 

duplicating the first media stream to create a second media stream; 

communicating the second media stream to the second call resource; 

receiving a second mixed media stream from the second call resource; 

terminating the first mixed media stream to end commvmication with the first 
call resource upon confirming that a modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

communicating the modified second mixed media stream to the one of the 

clients. 
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9. (Original) The method of Claim 8, further comprising: 

instructing the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the 
second mixed media stream; and 

receiving the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

1 0. (Previously Presented) A communication system, comprising: 

three or more clients operable to couple to a packet-based network, the clients further 
operable to initiate or join a conference call; 

a first call resource operable to couple to the packet-based network; 

a second call resource operable to couple to the packet-based network at a different 
physical location than the first call resource; and 

a media gateway operable to couple to the packet-based network, the media gateway 
further operable to transfer the conference call firom the first call resource to the second call 
resource without suspending communication of a plurality of mixed media streams received 
by the clients. 

1 1 . (Original) The communication system of Claim 10, wherein: 

the first call resource is further operable to generate a first mixed media stream; 

the second call resource is further operable to generate a second mixed media stream; 

and 

the media gateway is further operable to: 

modify synchronization information in the second mixed media stream to 
match synchronization information in the first mixed media stream; 

terminate the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first 
call resource upon confirming that the modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

communicate the modified second mixed media stream to the clients. 

12. (Original) The communication system of Claim 11, wherein the media 
gateway is further operable to introduce a delay in a selected one of the first mixed media 
stream and the second mixed media stream to synchronize the first mixed media stream and 
the second mixed media stream. 
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13. (Original) The communication system of Claim 11, wherein the media 
gateway modifies synchronization information by: 

instructing the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the 
second mixed media stream; and 

receiving the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

14. (Original) The communication system of Claim 11, wherein the 
synchronization information comprises at least a selected one of a timestamp and a sequence 
number. 

15. (Original) The commimication system of Claim 11, wherein 

the first mixed media stream comprises a first sequence of real-time transport 

protocol (RTP) packets; 

the second mixed media stream comprises a second sequence of RTP packets; and 
the modified second mixed media stream is valid when the second sequence of RTP 

packets matches the first sequence of RTP packets. 

16. (Original) The communication system of Claim 10, wherein the clients are 
unaware of the transfer of the conference call fi-om the first call resource to the second call 
resource. 

17. (Previously Presented) The communication system of Claim 10, wherein: 
one of the clients participating in the conference call is operable to communicate a 

first media stream to the first call resource; 

the first call resource is fijrther operable to communicate a first mixed media stream 
to the one of the clients; and 

the media gateway is further operable to: 

duplicate the first media stream to create a second media stream; 
communicate the second media stream to the second call resource; 
receive a second mixed media stream firom the second call resource; 
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terminate the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first 
call resource upon confirming that a modified second mixed media stream is vahd; and 

communicate the modified second mixed media stream to the one of the 

cUents. 

18. (Original) The communication system of Claim 17, wherein the media 
gateway is further operable to: 

instruct the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the second 
mixed media stream; and 

receive the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

19. (Original) The communication system of Claim 10, wherein the plurality of 
clients are selected from a group consisting essentially of a conventional telephone coupled 
to the packet-based network via a gateway, a wireless phone coupled to the packet-based 
network via the gateway, an Intemet Protocol (IP) phone or a computer including a voice 
teleconferencing application. 

20. (Original) The communication system of Claim 10, wherein the packet-based 
network comprises an Intemet Protocol (IP) network. 

21. (Previously Presented) A media gateway, comprising: 

an interface operable to couple to a communication network, the interface further 
operable to receive media streams communicated by three or more clients participating in a 
conference call; and 

a processing module coupled to the interface, the processing module operable to 
transfer the conference call from a first call resource to a second call resource without 
suspending communication of a plurality of mixed media streams received by the clients. 



DAL01:858243.1 



ATTORNEY DOCKET: 
062891.0472 



PATENT APPLICATION 
09/766,424 



22. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 21, wherein the processing module is 
further operable to: 

receive a first mixed media stream generated by the first call resource and a second 
mixed media stream generated by the second call resource; 

modify synchronization information in the second mixed media stream to match 
synchronization information in the first mixed media stream; 

terminate the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first call 
resource upon confirming that the modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

communicate the modified second mixed media stream to the clients. 

23. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 22, wherein the processing module is 
further operable to introduce a delay in a selected one of the first mixed media stream and the 
second mixed media stream to synchronize the first mixed media stream and the second 
mixed media stream. 

24. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 22, wherein the processing module 
modifies synchronization information by: 

instructing the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the 
second mixed media stream; and 

receiving the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

25. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 22, wherein the synchronization 
information comprises at least a selected one of a timestamp and a sequence number. 

26. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 22, wherein: 

the first mixed media stream comprises a first sequence of real-time transport 

protocol (RTP) packets; 

the second mixed media stream comprises a second sequence of RTP packets; and 
the modified second mixed media stream is valid when the second sequence of RTP 

packets matches the first sequence of RTP packets. 
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27. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 21, wherein the clients are unaware 
of the transfer of the conference call from the first call resource to the second call resource. 

28. (Previously Presented) The media gateway of Claim 21, wherein the 
processing module is further operable to: 

communicate a first media stream generated by one of the clients participating in the 
conference call to the first call resource; 

commimicate a first mixed media stream received from the first call resource to the 
one of the clients; 

duplicate the first media stream to create a second media stream; 

communicate the second media stream to the second call resource; 

receive a second mixed media stream from the second call resource; 

terminate the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first call 
resource upon confirming that a modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

commimicate the modified second mixed media stream to the one of the clients. 

29. (Original) The media gateway of Claim 28, wherein the processing module is 
further operable to: 

instruct the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the second 
mixed media stream; and 

receive the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

30. (Previously Presented) Logic encoded in media for allocating a plurality of 
call resources during a conference call and operable to perform the following steps: 

conducting a conference call between three or more clients using a first call resource; 
identifying a second call resource available to conduct the conference call; and 
transferring the conference call from the first call resource to the second call resource 

without suspending communication of a plurality of mixed media streams received by the 

clients. 
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31. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 30, wherein transferring 
comprises: 

generating a first mixed media stream at the first call resource and a second mixed 
media stream at the second call resource; 

modifying synchronization information in the second mixed media stream to match 
synchronization information in the first mixed media stream; 

terminating the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first call 
resource upon confirming that the modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

communicating the modified second mixed media stream to the clients. 

32. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 31, further comprising 
introducing a delay in a selected one of the first mixed media stream and the second mixed 
media stream to synchronize the first mixed media stream and the second mixed media 
stream. 

33. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 31, wherein modifying 
synchronization information comprises: 

instmcting the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the 
second mixed media stream; and 

receiving the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 

34. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 31, wherein synchronization 
information comprises at least a selected one of a timestamp and a sequence number. 

35. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 31, wherein: 

the first mixed media stream comprises a first sequence of real-time transport 

protocol (RTP) packets; 

the second mixed media stream comprises a second sequence of RTP packets; and 
the modified second mixed media stream is valid when the second sequence of RTP 

packets matches the first sequence of RTP packets. 
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36. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 30, wherein the chents are 
unaware of the transfer of the conference call from the first call resource to the second call 
resource. 

37. (Previously Presented) The logic encoded in media of Claim 30, wherein: 
conducting the conference call comprises: 

communicating, to the first call resource, a first media stream generated by 
one of the clients participating in the conference call; and 

communicating, to the one of the clients, a first mixed media stream received 
from the first call resource; and 

transferring the conference call comprises: 

duplicating the first media stream to create a second media stream; 

communicating the second media stream to the second call resource; 

receiving a second mixed media stream from the second call resource; 

terminating the first mixed media stream to end communication with the first 
call resource upon confirming that a modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

communicating the modified second mixed media stream to the clients. 

38. (Original) The logic encoded in media of Claim 37, fiulher comprising: 
instructing the second call resource to adjust synchronization information in the 

second mixed media stream; and 

receiving the second mixed media stream with the adjusted synchronization 
information. 
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39. (Previously Presented) An apparatus for allocating a plurality of call 
resources during a conference call, comprising: 

means for conducting a conference call between three or more clients using a first call 
resource; 

means for identifying a second call resource available to conduct the conference call; 

and 

means for transferring the conference call from the first call resource to the second 
call resoiu-ce without suspending communication of a plurality of mixed media streams 
received by the clients, 

40. (Original) The apparatus of Claim 39, further comprising: 

means for generating a first mixed media stream at the first call resource and a second 
mixed media stream at the second call resource; 

means for modifying synchronization information in the second mixed media stream 
to match synchronization information in the first mixed media stream; 

means for terminating the first mixed media stream to end communication with the 
first call resource upon confirming that the modified second mixed media stream is valid; and 

means for communicating the modified second mixed media stream to the clients. 
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which a subject comes to 
I previously unrelated s^nxi^ 
dOS. Informal. A condoSi 
-doled, -dol'tng, -doles, 
at. condolere^ to feel anotht?' 
t. dolere^ to grieve.] — con.i 
e) adf. — con»dol'er «. ™ 
;) H. t. Sympathy with a pt^J 
ef, or misfortune, 2. A for^^ 
• con«doMent ad;. 
-) «. A flexible sheath, usu, 
jied to cover the penis duritoJ 
rive purposes or as a mcaS^J 
ted diseases. [}] I 
d»-mln'c-3m) n., pi. -tniti*\^ 

1-a. Real estate, such as a ttnij- 
combines fee simple tide to tk' 
; common elements shared wii^^ 
: in such a complex. 2.a. 
territory by two or more lutiJ 

A politicaiiy dependent ™ 
I) adj. 

rd UWer. 1902-74. Amcr.pb^ 
lanhattan Engineering Distria 
»5). 

•doned. -don*ing, -dones,Togi 
I (an oKense) without protesttr 
I. [Lat. condondre : com-, con. 
gift; see d6-*).] — con'<te.iaf( 

•I. 1. Either of two New 
' die Andes or Gymnogyb$ 
id and neck and dull bla<^ pltu 
nts of white. 2. A gold coin oft, 
i bearing the Bgure of a condotl 
w-J 

), Marquis de. Marie Jcao Aoj 
4. Frenai mathematician and 
ck on the theory of probabtlit):. 
»-tyfir'c, -tyar'a) h., pi ^ 
ercenarv soldiers berwecn tlie I 
< condotta, troop of mercenaoQ 
to conduct < Lat. conducere^tt^ 

5b&f) intr.v. -duced, -due* big, ■« 
to a specific result. [LaL owiti 
to lead; see deuk-*.] — con'ta 

V, 

\ -dy<x>'-) adj. Tending to 
:. See Syns at fevorable. 



•duct*ed. -duct-Ing, -ducts. 
»f; manage or control. 2. To U 
. pany. 3. Mus. To lead (an ofda 
: as a medium for convcymgo 
«if) in a spedBed way. — tntr.!; 
lead. -«. (kdtt'dukt'). I.Uki 
Jy or ethically. Sec Syns at beU 
>r oontrollittg; management \l 
X. fME conductm < LaL «»»& 
». See cof4DucE.] —con 
teoa!/. 

'tsns) n. Symbol G A 
bet electric charge; the redpnd 



n'duk-timn-tre) n. The 
oondurtance, — con»duc'tO'lB 

hsn) n. The transmission or 
I a medium or passage, esp. thel 
je or heat through a conduciiu 
e motion of die medium iodt 
iv) adj. Exhibiting conductrri^. 
flc-ifvM-te) pi. -ties, Uthei 
transmit heat, elearidtv, 
I material. 3. Physiol. The cod* 
. the ability of a nerve 

ar) «. 1. One who condudd* 
of a railroad train, bus, or «rtfl 
ts an orchestra or other sudi J« 
r medium that conducts beaiifl 
c charge. 3, A lightning t<»> 
'dliC*to'rl-ai (k6n'duk»rf* 
tor- ship' w, 

ft) n. 1. A pipe or channel W 
or duct for enclosing ek*^^** 
bicii something is transmitw*-* 
C OFr. < Mcd.Ut. condu£tus<^ 
lead together. See conduce.] , 
36'pB-kIt, -dyob'-) adj. FoUJ 
ctatn petals in a bud. [Lat. 



) ; com-, com- + du- 





^-^e:^0P' "g^ with another bone. [Lat 

toockle < Gk. kondulos.] -con^dy-lar (-d>iar) 



,^|(((iF>f'-£J'^Ajlg:/< duplex, dupli^-, double; see dwo-*).) 
• " )^0f dil'j -d^) ^ rounded prominence at the end of 

t^^^^lw (-dl-oid') ddf. . 

^ *^Vt eroTfvdi on the skin or mucous membrane, usu. in 
A '^^'^^Lf XeianuS'or external genitalia; [Gk, konduloma < 
** knuckle] - oon'dy lo ma • tdus i-m^-tx) adj. 
^fiSft. ^.''Ma^-^*^^ surface generated by a. straight 
>^ ecncrat6ri passing through a fixed point, the vertex, 
&*J*^^^^Iong a fixed curve, the directrix, b. A rirfit dr- 
^ oo^"^'^- ^^^^^ formed by a conc» bouncf by its 
^ ^dia plane section taken anywhere above or bfelow the 
^ Something cone-shaped., 3. Bot. au A unisexual re- 
I!jSctiVe structure of gymnospermous plants, typically con- 
(f*r" g centraf axis around wiiich diere. are scaly, ovcr- 
f'**'^ spirally- a^raiiged sporophylls that develop pollen- 
SKSS'iacs or naked ovules or seeds, b. A similar structure 
jf^K>duccs.)Spores on club mosses, horsetails, and spike 
^Jss« c.. Any reproductive structure resembling a cone. 



""■J ^'gj^tropod mollufiks of the familv.Comdae of tropical 
'S^bftSpical seas, having a conical shell and a poisonous, 
SLctiffles fatal sting, -tr.f. coned. conMng. cones; To 
Sfloe (sofflcdiin^ like a cone or a segment of one, (Fr, cdne 
^jME <x>nei^^^ of a quadrant, both < Lat. conus < Gk- 

a^flOW'Cr (kon'flou'ar) Any of various North Ameri- 
plants of .the geihcra Rudbeckia, KaUbida, and Echinacea 
m the con^Kraite ramily, having disk flowers on a cone-shaped 
central ^receptade surrounded by colorful ray flowersl 

mne*ROSe (kdn,'ooz') n. Any of various bloodsucking hemip- 
terous inse<^ fof . the family Reduviidac, esp. Triatoftia san- 
guisuga having: sucking^ mouthparts and a painful, toxic bite. 

Cmi*^*to*ga (kdn'l-sto'ga) n., pi Conestoga or -gas. Sec 
Siisquehanniklc r. ■ ' ' ~ - 

Conestoga wagon n. A heavy covered wagon witii broad 
ffheels, used by American pioneers for westward travel. [After 
Conestoga; 3^ village of SE PA.] 

a)*ney1 also co»ny (ko'nc, kun'e) M.i pi ^neys also -nies. 
1, A rabbit, es|r. the European rabbit (Oryctolagus curticulus). 
z! The far or a rabbit 3. See plka, 4. See hiyrax. A 
Boapet iEpinephelus fulvus) of the tropical Atlantic havirig 
3aric. brown or -sharply bicolored skin and a. few blue and 
Mack spots, h. Chiefly Florida Keys & West Indies. The red 
hind, Archaic. A-fdupe; a simpleton. [ME coni < OFr. co- 
nis, dI of -conil < Lat. am(i::w/M5, poss. <: cunnus, cunus^ 
(einale padenda.] 

C0*n^2 (k6'n€) n. Informdi. A Coney Island. 

Co* Island l ^^d'ne). A resort district of Birooklyn NY on 
Atiantk: Ocean,- known for its amusement park. 

CO'Itey Island? -(kd^ne) «. A hot dog with condiments. 

cmf. Conference. 2. Confid^tiaL - 

OOD'fU) (kdn'fib') Informal, —n. A casual- talk; confabula- 
tion. -Tftfr.v. (kMi-fab f , kdnrfSb ' ) • -f abbed, -fab • blog, 
■tatn. To ei^ge in casual -talk,. 

CM'fiab'Utlate (kan-ab'ya-latO mfr.i/. = -lat»ed. -lat'tng, 
•fates. ;1i To talk casxially; chat 2. Fsychol To replace fact 
witb. fantasy. <tmconsciously in memory. [Lat. confdbuldrty 
amfSbuldi- : com-, com- + fdbuldri, to talk (< fdbula^ con- 
wrsation; sw; fabi£>.] — coh'fab'u-la'tlon n. — oon«fab^- 
Q'laftor «. t-cbri»fab'u»la«to'ry (-l^rtdr'e, -torfe) adj. 

con* feet (kan^fSkt' ) tr.v. ^fect • ed. -feet • Ing. rfects. 1 . To 
make into \ a confection or preserve. 2. To put together by 
combining; materials. — n. (kdnrfiEkt')- A sweet, confection. 
(ME ctm/fecftfn, to prepare < Lat conftcefe, confer- : com-, 
ooiiH;'f /(jccre, to make; see dh6-.*.] 

Wo^'tlon (kan-fck'shMi) «. 1. The. act. or process of con- 
wamg or the result of it. 2. A sweet preparation, sucH as 
aiwy-;3. A. sweetened medicinal compound; an electuary. 
*■ A piece displaying spleiylid craft, skill, and work. —tr.v. 
•wmed, .^n • tng; -ttons. To make into a coiiffection. 

«JHfec»tk>n^ar*y (kan-f6k^sh»-n«t'e).«., pi. -les.'l. :A con- 
ttctK)ntf*8 shop. 2. Sweet preparations; confections, 3- Ob- 

jwje. A confectioner. — con • fee ^ tlon • ar'y adj:. . . 

«n'ftc«tlon'er.(k3n^fac'sh»-nM-) .«.:One that makes or sells 
*'™ections. , . . . 

<"Hfec'tion*er$* sugar (ksn-fgk'sha-narz) n. Finely pulver- 

J^ospgar with.'comsfarch added. 

^ffl-ftC'tloQ-efy (kMi-fck'sh>.n£r'e> pl.Aes, 1. Candies 
*M other confections considered as a group, 2. The skill or 
'5g>ation of a confectioner. 3. A confectioner's shop. 

^atfer^Gonfederation. 

^«^'er.a*qy (kan-fi'd'ar-a-se) pi. -des. l .a. A union of 
P^iii, patties; or states; a league, b. The persons, partiesi or 
to2 £ *n such a union, c Confederacy. The 11 Southern 
that seceded from dxe United States in 1860 and 1861. 
group of people united for unlawful pracjtices; ' a con- 



■ vspiracy. [ME confederacie < AN t. coftfoederStidy 

confoederdtion-^ ag^mtat < cdnfoecUrrotus^ p.part. of cdn- 
foederarej to unite. Sec oonfedebatb.] = - % 

oon«fM«er*al (kan-fiSd'ar-al, -fiSd^ral) adj, 1. Of confcdcra- 
tioii or a confederation. 2: Of or involving the activities: of 
two .o^ more nations. — con»fDd'er«&l»lst «, 

con^fediertate (ksn-fSd'ar-It) n. 1. A member of confed- 
eracy; an ally. Z* One who assists in a plot; an accomplice; Sec 
Syns at partner. 3. Confederate. A supporter of the American 
Confederacy. ^i»d';,.l. 'United in'a cpiifederacy; allied. 

2. Confederate. Of or having to do with the American. Con- 
federacy; [< lAE confederate 2Mied < \Xa.t: confoedei^tusy 
p.part of cdnfoederdre, to unite : Lat com-, com- +• Lat 
fo^derdrey to tuiit«, {< foedus, fdeder^yde&sati see bheidh-*).] 
^^con»fBd'er*ate' (->-rat') v. — .con*fed'er*a'ttve^;. 

con«fed«er*a*tlon (ksn-fiEd'a-ra'shan) n, l.a. The act of 
forming into- or -becoming part of a scoilfedtracy. b. The state 
of being cotifederated. 2. A group of- confederatesj esp. of 
states or natiotis, united for a bonuhoh purpose^ a league. 
.-^con*fed'efa^tion*ism m. -* con • fed 'er« action* 1st n. 

coa»fer (ksn-ffir') v. -ferred, ^r*rtng, ^fers. — rr. I. To be- 

' stow (an honor, for example). 2. To invest with (a charac- 
teristic, for example), .— intr. To meet in order, to ikliberate 
together or compare views, [Lat conferre .: com-^ com-, + 
ferrcy to bring; see bher-'*.] — con»fer'ihent, con*fer'ral n. 
— Gon«fer'ra<ble adj. — coh'fer'rer «. . 

con*fBr*ee also con*fer*ree (kfin^f^re') n. 1. A4)articipant 
in k conference. 2. Otie upon whom something- is conferred. 

Oon*fer*ence (kdn^far-ans, -frans) n, A meeting for con- 
sultation or discussion; ,b. An exchainge of views, c A meeting 
of comniittees to . settle differences between two legislative 
bodies. 2. An assembly of- derical ori of clerical and lay mem- 
bers from a particular district in Protestant churches. 

3. Sports. An association of teams. 4. The act of conferring, 
as of an academic degree. [MedXat, cdnferentid < Lat con- 
ferensy c6nferent-y pr.part of conferrcy to bring togedier. See 
ooNFEa.] — con 'terpen 'tial (-fs-riSn'shal) adj. 

conference call n. A telephone call in which three or more 
■people pat^dpate by. means of a central switching imit 

con*mss (kan-Ks') t/. -fassed, -fess^lng^-fe^'es. ^ rr. 1. To 
disclose (somethii^ damaging or inconvenient to oneself); ad- 
mit 2. To acknowledge belief or faith in; 3.a. To make 
known (one*s sins)^ as.to a priest, b. To hear the confession of 
(a patent). '4*^ i«ff. i. To admit or acknowledge something 
damaging or inconvenient to oneself. 2.a^ To disclose one*s 
sins, as to a priest b; To listen to. a confession. [ME confessen 
< OFr. ccinfesser. < VLsLt. *c6nfessdre < Lat. confitiriy 
confess^ : com-;, corn- +' faterty to admit; see bhS^^*-] — con* 
fess ' a • ble — con • fess ^ ed • ly . (-Id-le) izdv. 

Oon»fes*sion (kan-f^fan) «; 1. The act oit/ process of con- 
fessing. 2. Something confessed, esp. disclosure of oiie*s.stn$ 
to a priest 3. A statement acknowledging gttilt,. made by one 
accused or charged widi an offense. 4. An avowal of belief :in 
aparticular feiith) a.creed. .S; A church or group, of worshipers 
adhering tii a specific creed.' 

con ♦ fes »slon • al (kan-fiSsh f a-nal) adj. Of, relating, to, or. re- 
sembling confession. — ff.'A small enclosed stall in .\^ch a 
priest hears confessions; 

COn»fes»sof (kan-ffa'ar) n. 1. One who confesses. 2. One who 
-confesses- :£ahh . in 'Christianity in the ^£ace of persecution but 
does not suffer martyrdom. 3.a. A priest who hears confes- 
sion and gives absolution; b. A priest who is one's spiritual 
mentor. . • ! . 

COft*fet»tl (kan-fct'e) pl.m {used with, a sing: v.) Small- pieces 
or streamers of- colored paper, that are scattered aroimd dur- 
ing the oourse of festive occ^ions. PtaL, pi.' of confettOy candy 
<:Mcd.Lat c6«/ifcft<m, ncut of Lat confectus, p.part of xow- 
ficerey to prepare. See confect.] . 

COn-flftdaht (kon'fi^dint', ^dantf, kdn'fl^dant', -dant') «. 
1 . One to whom secrets or private matters are disclosed. Z. A 
diarac^ in a drama or £ction^ such as a friend, ^^o is us^ 
to reveal the diou^ts of a main character. [Fr. confident < 
ItaL cbnfidente < Lat cdnfidenSy cpnfident-y pr.part. of con- 
ftdercy to rdy on. See oomhde.} ■ " • ' ■ . - 

0On*ft*dante (ken^fi-dantr, >dant', k6n'fi-d3nt^, ^dantO «, 

. , - 1 . A 'woman to whom ^&ecrets br'private matters arte disclosed. 
2; A woinan diaracter in a drama or fiction, such as a friend, 
who is used to reveal the tfaou^ts of a main character. [Fr. 
conftdente-y-.iem, of con/idenr,.. confidant See ooNrmANT.] ■ 

oon'fide (kan-fid') v. -fld«fed.^id*lngVrfkles. - tr. 1. To tell 
(something) in iconfidence. 2. To put into anodier's keeping. 
—\intr. lb disdoise- private matters in confidence; :[M£,' to tely 
on < OFr, confider < Lat. conftdere : com-v- com- ; + fiderey 
tb trust; see bheldhr*.] — con* fid' er n. ' - 

COn*fl*dence (kiSn' Allans) «. 1. Trust, or faith in a person or 
diing. 2. A.'trusting/relationship. .3.a..That which is tonfided; 

: a secret b.. A.feelidg of assurance, that a confidant wiU..]ceep 
a secret 4. Ji. feeling of assiirance, -esp. of self-assurance. 
S. The state or quality of being certain.- — adji Oiy relating to^ 
or involving a swindle or fraud. •. , r 

confidence ^ame.n. A swindle ih which the victim is defrauded 
after his or. her confidence has been won. ' . 
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